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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 38(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Art Unit: 2623 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

The disclosure (specification and drawings) fail to enable one of ordinary skill in 
the art how to make or use "multiple private individual settings can be controlled by one 
control monitor" as recited in claim 10, lines 3-4. 

The specification at page 5, line 17-22, discloses an interface or control monitor 
that allow the user to select content on one private individual setting. 

However, the specification does not say anything about an interface or control 
monitor able to control multiple private individual settings. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-4, 8, and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Serap et al., US 4,695,903. . 

Regarding claim 1, Serap discloses a device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting comprises: 

a control monitor (30-figure 5) to control access to a server (Col. 3, lines 65-68), 

a display monitor (40) to display selected content available for selection through 
the control monitor (Col. 4, lines 5-8), 

a payment module (38) for payment to determine length of display of selected 
content from one of a local server (46-figure 6) and an external server on the display 
monitor (Col. 4, lines 2-4, Col. 5, lines 28-33), and 

at least one of a local server and access to an external server for expanded 
content selection (Col. 5, lines 28-33). 

Regarding claim 2, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 1 wherein the server can access content 
stored on one of a local server and an external server (Col. 5, lines 28-33). 
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Regarding claim 3, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 2 further comprising a limited access booth 
surrounding the display monitor (figure3-5, Col. 3, lines 61-63). 

Regarding claim 4, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 3 wherein a user of the device controls 
access to the limited access booth surrounding the display monitor (Col. 2, lines 34-36). 

Regarding claim 8, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 3 further comprising a sensor for indicating 
the limited access booth as being occupied (Col. 2, lines 37-41). 

Regarding claim 12, Serap discloses a device for viewing entertainment in an 
individual setting comprises: 

a control monitor to control access to a server (Col. 3. lines 65-68), 

a display monitor to display selected content available for selection through the 
control monitor (Col. 4, lines 5-8), 

a module to determine length of display of selected content from one of a local 
server and an external server on the display monitor, and at least one of a local server 
and access to an external server for expanded content selection (Col. 4, lines 2-4, Col. 
5, lines 28-33). 
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Regarding claim 13, Serap discloses the method of use for device according to 
claim 1 for viewing entertainment in a private individual setting comprises the following 
steps: 

using a control monitor to control access to a server (Col. 3, lines 65-68), 
paying by operating a payment module for payment to determine length of 

display (Col. 4, lines 2-4), 

viewing a display monitor to display selected content from one of a local server 

and an external server (Col. 5, lines 28-33). 

Regarding claim 14, Serap discloses the method of use for device according to 
claim 13 for viewing entertainment in a private individual setting further comprising the 
following step: limiting access to a limited access area for the display of selected 
content (figure 3-5, Col. 3, lines 61-63). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Serap in 
view of Ergo et al., US 6,655,580. 
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Regarding claim 5, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 1. 

Serap fails to teach the device comprises a printer for printing a receipt of 
payment received by payment module. 

In an analogous art, Ergo teaches a kiosk comprising a printer for printing a 
receipt of payment received by payment module (Col. 4, lines 43-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Serap's device to include a printer for printing a payment receipt, as taught by Ergo. The 
motivation would have been to give the user a record of payment for the service. 

6. Claim 6 and 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Serap in view of Dallman, US 5,217,088. 

Regarding claim 6, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 1. 

Serap fails to teach the device comprises an advertising module. 

In an analogous art, Dallman teaches an advertisement module (figure 1 , Col. 2, 
lines 3-9, Col. 4, lines 27-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Serap's device to include an advertisement module, as taught by Dallman. The 
motivation would have been to get some sponsors market their products. 
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Regarding claim 7, Serat and Dallman disclose the device for viewing 
entertainment in a private individual setting according to claim 6. Dallman further 
teaches wherein the advertising module has back lighting (Col. 4, lines 27-35). 

7. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Serap in 
view of Howard et al., US 6,885,31 1 . 

Regarding claim 9, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 8. 

Although, Serap teaches the use of a sensor to indicate that the booth is 
occupied (Col. 2, lines 37-41), Serap fails to teach the device comprises a sensor for 
indicating the limited access booth as being occupied and the payment module has not 
been operated. 

In an analogous art, Howard teaches the use of a sensor to indicate that a space 
is being occupied and no payment has been received (Col. 2, lines 33-43). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Serap's device to include a sensor to indicate when an space is occupied and no 
payment have been received, as taught by Howard. The motivation would have been to 
prevent people to use the booth for illegal activities. 

8. Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Serap in view of Kindell et al., US 5,630,067. 
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Regarding claim 10, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 1 . 

Serap fails to teach wherein multiple private individual settings can be controlled 
by one control monitor. 

In an analogous art, Kindell teaches a computer that can control multiple viewing 
devices (Col. 5, lines 41-54). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Serap's device to include a computer capable of controlling various viewing devices. 
The motivation would have been to have an administrator in charge of the network. 

Regarding claim 11, Serap discloses the device for viewing entertainment in a 
private individual setting according to claim 1 . 

Serap fails to teach wherein multiple private individual settings can access the 
selected content simultaneously. 

In an analogous art, Dallman teaches wherein multiple private individual settings 
can access the selected content simultaneously. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Serap's device to include accessing the same files at the same time. The motivation 
would have been to present the more popular selections to all users interesting on 
them. 
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Contact 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Oschta Montoya whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1 192. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday/Friday 7:30 to 5:00 off every 
other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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